CHAPTER   II
THE DOGMAS OF AUTHORITARIANISM
I.   BACK   TO   THE   ANCIEN REGIME
the world has never been without people who thought the
clock of time could be put back, who saw in the rejected past
the true goal of mankind and, in the words of one of the
most distinguished of that school of thought in the nineteenth
century, thought that change could never be for the better.
Among these Back-to-Methuselahs, the anti-Revolution
authoritarians deserve study: partly because the intellectual
excellence of their leaders gave the view for which they stood
both a literary and a philosophical quality to which it owes its
definite form, so that its later restatements are but its weak
and colourless dilutions; partly because scarcely before and
certainly never since have the claims of irresponsible authority
been proclaimed with such vigour and boldness ; partly because
they have exercised, and still contrive to exercise, an influence
which it would be futile to deny.
Writing as they did in France in the early nineteenth century,
the French Revolution naturally looms large in their outlook,
and its denunciation fills many pages of their works, but
it would be shortsighted to see in them nothing but anti-
Revolutionists, people with a personal grievance, unable to
look beyond their personal circumstances. The Revolution was
to them but the natural outcome of certain evil tendencies, the
natural fruit of a certain seed. They were not simple enough
to think the results of the Revolution could be removed unless
the seeds themselves were dug out and destroyed, and right
seeds substituted from which the right kind of plant would
grow. Their simplicity lay not so much in their methods as in
what many of us would call a childishly naive belief in the
rightness of their peculiar plant. Nevertheless, it is in their
judgments on the events and men of the Revolution that their
standpoint most clearly appears, and it is on that that we shall
concentrate.
Of the champions of authority for its own sake two only—

